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Detailed Action 

Claims 1-40 are pending in this application. 
Drawings 

The Drawings filed on 4/9/04 are acceptable. 

Content of Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

The applicant did not include the patent application number of the copending 
applications, paragraph 0001. 

The specification also is missing the Brief Summary of the Invention : See MPEP 
§ 608.01(d). A brief summary or general statement of the invention as set forth in 37 
CFR 1 .73. The summary is separate and distinct from the abstract and is directed 
toward the invention rather than the disclosure as a whole. The summary may point out 
the advantages of the invention or how it solves problems previously existent in the prior 
art (and preferably indicated in the Background of the Invention). In chemical cases it 
should point out in general terms the utility of the invention. If possible, the nature and 
gist of the invention or the inventive concept should be set forth. Objects of the 
invention should be treated briefly and only to the extent that they contribute to an 
understanding of the invention. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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Claims 12-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 12-16 recites the limitation "the completed user". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-3,6,12-19,28,29,33,34,36,37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over US Publication 2004/0087326 issued to Dunko et al.(Dunko) in 

view of Microsoft Internet Explorer 5 in 24 Hours, Jill T. Freeze, Sams Publishing 

Copyright 1999. 

As per claim 1 , Dunko teaches an a telecommunications system having at least 
one network gateway coupled among multiple mobile devices and a network, and 
wherein a content sharing system and a content provider are also coupled to the 
network, a method of sharing content between a user and a recipient, both of whom 
have a mobile device having access to the network(Fig.1,Fig.2), the method comprising: 

receiving a request message, wherein the request message is generated, at 
least in part, by the content provider, the request message comprising: information 
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identifying the content sharing system, and information identifying content provided by 
the content provider, wherein the user selected the identified content as content that the 
user wishes to share with the recipient(para. 0004,0042, 0044); 

and based on the received information, generating a content share message for 
transmittal to the mobile device of the recipient, wherein the content share message 
includes an indication of the identified content that the user wishes to share with the 
recipient, so that the content can be presented on the mobile device of the 
recipient(Abstract, para.0004, 0042). 

Dunko however does not explicitly teach providing a user input form for display to 
the user, wherein the user input form includes a request for the user to identify the 
recipient; receiving user input information submitted by the user via the user input form. 

Freeze teaches a user input form for display to the user, wherein the user input 
form includes a request for the user to identify the recipient(page 101-103); receiving 
user input information submitted by the user via the user input form(page 101-103). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the teachings of Dunko to include a user input form for display to 
the user, wherein the user input form includes a request for the user to identify the 
recipient; receiving user input information submitted by the user via the user input form 
as taught by Freeze in order to send an email to a user. 

One ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
motivated to combine the teachings of Dunko and Freeze in order to provide a system 
to send content through an email. 
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As per claim 2, the method of claim 1 wherein the user selected the identified 
content from the mobile device of the user(Dunko, para. 0025). 

As per claim 3, the method of claim 1 wherein the user selected the identified 
content from a device other than a mobile device(Dunko, para.0025). 

As per claim 6, the method of claim 1 further comprising providing access to an 
address book application coupled to the content sharing system, wherein the address 
book application facilitates the user's identification of the recipient Freeze, page 214- 
219). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 1. 

As per claim 12, Dunko teaches mobile device registered with a mobile service 
provider, the mobile device comprising: means for receiving user input(Figs.1-16); 
means for providing output; memory means(Figs.1-16); radio transceiver and 
processing means coupled to the memory means; and wherein the mobile device is 
smaller than a laptop or tablet computer(Figs.1-16), and further comprises: means for 
presenting content via an output component of the mobile device, wherein the content is 
provided by a content provider and sharing the content with other mobile device 
users(para. 0004,0042,0044); means for sending a request message to a content 
sharing system(para. 0004,0042,0044). 

Dunko however does not explicitly teach user-selectable option to facilitate, 
wherein the request message is based on information associated with the user- 
selectable option; means for receiving a user input form from the content sharing 
system, wherein the user input form is configured to obtain user input identifying 
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recipients for the shared content; and means for sending information associated with 
the completed user input form to the content sharing system. 

Freeze teaches user-selectable option to facilitate, wherein the request message 
is based on information associated with the user-selectable option(page 101-103); 
means for receiving a user input form from the content sharing system, wherein the user 
input form is configured to obtain user input identifying recipients for the shared 
content(page 101-103); and means for sending information associated with the 
completed user input form to the content sharing system(page 101-103). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the teachings of Dunko to include user-selectable option to 
facilitate, wherein the request message is based on information associated with the 
user-selectable option; means for receiving a user input form from the content sharing 
system, wherein the user input form is configured to obtain user input identifying 
recipients for the shared content; and means for sending information associated with 
the completed user input form to the content sharing system as taught by Freeze in 
order to send an email to a user. 

One ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
motivated to combine the teachings of Dunko and Freeze in order to provide a system 
to send content through an email. 

As per claim 13, the mobile device of claim 12 further comprising means for, after 
sending the information associated with the completed user input form, receiving a 
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message indicating the status of the request sent to the content sharing system(Dunko, 
para.0045). 

As per claim 14, the mobile device of claim 12 further comprising means for, after 
sending the information associated with the completed user input form, representing the 
content via the output component(Dunko, Figs.1-16). 

As per claim 15, the mobile device of claim 12 further comprising means for 
presenting information from an address book application, wherein the address book 
application facilitates the identifying of recipients for the shared content in combination 
with the user input form(Freeze, page 214-219). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 
12. 

As per claim 16, the mobile device of claim 12 wherein the largest dimension of 
the mobile device is smaller than twelve inches or does not have a full size keyboard 
that can accommodate both hands of a user(Dunko, Figs.1-16). 

As per claim 1 7, Dunko teaches at a content provider system, a method of 
sharing content among users of mobile devices interconnected within one or more 
mobile telecommunication networks, wherein at least some of the users subscribe to a 
mobile service provided by a mobile service provider(Figs.1-16), the method 
comprising: as part of content available for access by users of mobile devices, sharing 
the content with other users of mobile devices, and wherein; and providing the content, , 
to a device of a user, wherein the content can then be shared with a recipient device via 
the content sharing application of the mobile service provider(para. 0004,0042,0044). 
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Dunko however does not explicitly teach generating a user-selectable share 
content option; the user-selectable share content option is based on an application 
program interface provided in association with a content sharing application of the 
mobile service provider. 

Freeze teaches generating a user-selectable share content option; the user- 
selectable share content option is based on an application program interface provided in 
association with a content sharing application of the mobile service provider (page 101- 
103). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the teachings of Dunko to include generating a user-selectable 
share content option; the user-selectable share content option is based on an 
application program interface provided in association with a content sharing application 
of the mobile service provider as taught by Freeze in order to send an email to a user. 

One ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
motivated to combine the teachings of Dunko and Freeze in order to provide a system 
to send content through an email. 

As per claim 18, the method of claim 17 wherein the user-selectable share 
content option is implemented as a link that, when selected, results in a request 
message being sent to the content sharing application of the mobile service 
provider(Freeze, page101-103). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 17. 

As per claim 19, the method of claim 17 wherein the content available for access 
by users of mobile devices is an executable application(Dunko, Figs.1-16, para.0004). 
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As per claim 28, Dunko teaches computer-readable medium containing a data 
structure for facilitating sharing of content among users of mobile devices(Figs.1-16), 
the data structure comprising: an indication of content to be shared, wherein the 
indication of the content to be shared is provided as a parameter associated with a 
display description provided by a content provider, and wherein the indication of the 
content to be shared is provided in a framework defined in a content sharing application 
of a mobile service provider(para. 0004,0042,0044). 

Dunko does not explicitly teach user-selectable option; and a link associated with 
a server hosting the content sharing application, wherein the content sharing application 
receives information associated with the data structure as a result of a user selecting 
the user-selectable option on the provided display description. 

Freeze teaches user-selectable option; and a link associated with a server 
hosting the content sharing application, wherein the content sharing application receives 
information associated with the data structure as a result of a user selecting the user- 
selectable option on the provided display description, (page 101-103). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the teachings of Dunko to include user-selectable option; and a 
link associated with a server hosting the content sharing application, wherein the 
content sharing application receives information associated with the data structure as a 
result of a user selecting the user-selectable option on the provided display description 
as taught by Freeze in order to send an email to a user. 
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One ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
motivated to combine the teachings of Dunko and Freeze in order to provide a system 
to send content through an email. 

As per claim 29, the computer-readable medium of claim 28 wherein the display 
description is implemented, at least in part, in HTML(Freeze, page 101-103). Motivation 
to combine set forth in claim 28. 

As per claim 33, the computer-readable medium of claim 28 further comprising 
an indication of uniform resource locator associated with the content to be 
shared(Freeze, page 101-103)! Motivation to combine set forth in claim 28. 

As per claim 34, the computer-readable medium of claim 28 further comprising 
an indication of a specific uniform resource locator identifying an address for specific 
content to be shared(Freeze, page 101-103). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 
28. 

As per claim 36, the computer-readable medium of claim 28 further comprising 
an indication of a return uniform resource locator identifying the address of the display 
description to which the user will be returned after performing a process associated with 
identifying recipients with whom to share content( Freeze, page 101-103). Motivation to 
combine set forth in claim 28. 

As per claim 37, Dunko teaches a method for facilitating the sharing of content 
among users of mobile devices(Figs.1-16), the method comprising: providing an 
application program interface for content providers, wherein the application program 
interface provides a framework for content providers to customers of a wireless service 
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provider to share information with mobile device users(Figs.1-160; and providing a 
content sharing application, wherein the content sharing application receives and 
processes requests from the customers of the wireless service provider to share content 
with the mobile device users(para. 0004,0042,0044). 

Dunko does not explicitly teach option for user to provide content. 

Freeze teaches option for user to provide content (page 101-103). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the teachings of Dunko to option for user to provide content as 
taught by Freeze in order to send an email to a user. 

One ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
motivated to combine the teachings of Dunko and Freeze in order to provide a system 
to send content through an email. 

Claims 4,5, 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Publication 2004/0087326 issued to Dunko et al.(Dunko) in view of Microsoft 
Internet Explorer 5 in 24 Hours, Jill T. Freeze, Sams Publishing Copyright 1999 in 
further view of Office Notice. 

Dunko in view of Freeze does not explicitly teach as per 4, the method of claim 1 
wherein the content sharing system is associated with a wireless carrier and wherein 
the wireless carrier provides mobile service for the mobile device of the recipient, and 
as per claim 5, the method of claim 1 wherein the content sharing system is associated 
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with a wireless carrier and wherein the wireless carrier does not provide mobile service 
for the mobile device of the recipient. 

Office Notice is taken. It is well known to one ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention that there are different wireless carrier provider that provides service to 
users. The sender and recipient of the content can use the same wireless provider or 
they can be with different wireless provider. Therefore it would have been obvious to 
one ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the teachings of Dunko 
in view of Freeze to include using either the same or different wireless service provider 
for users in the network in order to provide a system that does not limit users to one 
carrier provider. 

One ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
motivated combine the teachings of Dunko and Freeze, and to either use the same or 
different wireless provider in order for users in the network in order to provide a system 
that does not limit users to one carrier provider. 

Dunkow in view of Freeze does not explicitly teach as per as per claim 10, the 
method of claim 1 wherein the user input form provided for display to the user includes 
a listing of a predetermined number of recipients with whom the user recently shared 
content. 

Office Notice is taken. It is well known to one ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to provide a list of recipients that the user have shared content with (e.g. 
sent list of SMS messages in a user's mobile phone). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to one ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Dunko in view of 
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Freeze to include a list of recently sent messages in order for the user to keep track of 
who he/she has sent messages to. 

One ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have been 
motivated combine the teachings of Dunko and Freeze, and to have a list of recently 
sent messages in order to provide a system where a user can keep track of recently 
sent messages. 

Claims 20,30-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Publication 2004/0087326 issued to Dunko et al.(Dunko) in view of Microsoft 
Internet Explorer 5 in 24 Hours, Jill T. Freeze, Sams Publishing Copyright 1999 in 
further view of US Publication 2004/0186883 issued to Nyman et al.(Nyman). 

Dunko in view of Freeze does not explicitly teach as per claim 20, the method of 
claim 17 wherein the content available for access by users of mobile devices is an 
executable MIDP application; and as per claims 30-32, the computer-readable medium 
of claim 28 wherein the display description is implemented, at least in part, in XML, 
XHTML, WML. 

Nyman teaches as per claim 20, the method of claim 17 wherein the content 
available for access by users of mobile devices is an executable MIDP 
application(para.0047); and as per claims 30-32, the computer-readable medium of 
claim 28 wherein the display description is implemented, at least in part, in XML, 
XHTML, WML(para.0040). 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the teachings of Dunko in view of Freeze to include wherein the 
content available for access by users of mobile devices is an executable MIDP 
application and wherein the display description is implemented, at least in part, in XML, 
XHTML, WML as taught by Nyman in order to view different webpages. 

One ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings 
of Dunko, Freeze, Nyman in order to provide a system to users to view webpages that 
have different markup languages. 

Claims 38,39,40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Publication 2004/0087326 issued to Dunko et al.(Dunko) in view of Microsoft 
Internet Explorer 5 in 24 Hours, Jill T. Freeze, Sams Publishing Copyright 1999 in 
further view of US Publication 2004/0193691 issued to Chang. 

Dunko in view of Freeze does not explicitly teach as per claim 38, the method of 
claim 37 further comprising charging a fee to the content providers for providing the 
option for the customers of the wireless service provider to share information with the 
mobile device users. 

Chang teaches charging a fee to the content providers for providing the option for 
the customers of the wireless service provider to share information with the mobile 
device users(para.0008). 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the teachings of Dunko in view of Freeze to include charging a 
fee to the content providers for providing the option for the customers of the wireless 
service provider to share information with the mobile device users as taught by Chang 
in order to charge for use of a system. 

One ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings 
of Dunko, Freeze Chang in order to charge for use of a system. 

As per claim 39, the method of claim 37 further comprising tracking attempts of 
the customers of the wireless service provider to share content with the mobile device 
users and charging a fee in association with the attempts(Chang, para. 0008). Motivation 
to combine set forth in claim 38. 

As per claim 40, the method of claim 37 further comprising providing incentives 
to customers of the wireless service provider to share content with the mobile device 
users(Chang, para. 0029). Motivation to combine set forth in claim 38. 

Claims 7,8,11,35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Publication 2004/0087326 issued to Dunko et al. (Dunko) in view of Microsoft 
Internet Explorer 5 in 24 Hours, Jill T. Freeze, Sams Publishing Copyright 1999 in 
further view of US Publication 2003/0186680 issued to Bhasin et al.(Bhasin). 
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Dunko in view of Freeze does not explicitly teach as per claim 7, the method of 
claim 1 further comprising authenticating the user and as per claim 8, the method of 
claim 1 further comprising authenticating the recipient. 

Bhasin teaches the use of user's ID and password for login(para.0016). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the teachings of Dunko in view of Freeze to include 
authentication of users as taught by Bhasin in order to map a user to a gateway server 
to obtain information. 

One ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings 
of Dunko, Freeze and Bhasin in order to provide a system to users to access 
information on certain servers. 

Dunko in view of Freeze does not explicitly teach as per claim 1 1 , the method of 
claim 1 wherein the received request message is in the form of an HTTP GET request. 

Bhasin teaches HTTP GET request(para.001 6). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the teachings of Dunko in view of Freeze to include HTTP GET 
request as taught by Bhasin in order to obatain information from a server. 

One ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings 
of Dunko, Freeze and Bhasin in order to obtain information from a server. 

As per claim 35, the computer-readable medium of claim 28 further comprising 
an indication of whether the content provider consents to providing access to the shared 
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content to a cross-carrier user(para.0016; the user must know the password and ID in 
order to access the server for content). 

Claim 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Publication 2004/0087326 issued to Dunko et al.(Dunko) in view of Microsoft Internet 
Explorer 5 in 24 Hours, Jill T. Freeze, Sams Publishing Copyright 1999 in further view of 
US Publication 2003/0026432 issued to Woodward. 

Dunko in view of Freeze does not explicitly teach as per claim 9, the method of 
claim 1 further comprising determining whether the user has exceeded a predetermined 
threshold for sharing content. 

Woodward teaches determining whether the user has exceeded a predetermined 
threshold for sharing content(Abstract). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the teachings of Dunko in view of Freeze to include determining 
whether the user has exceeded a predetermined threshold for sharing content as taught 
by Woodward in order for piracy protection of content. 

One ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings 
of Dunko, Freeze, and Woodward in order for piracy protection of content. 
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Claim 21,22,24, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Publication 2004/0087326 issued to Dunko et al.(Dunko) in view of US Patent , 
6,047,327 issued to Tso et al.(Tso). 

As per claim 21 , Dunko teaches wireless service provider system for facilitating 
the sharing of content among mobile device users via one or more networks(Figs.1-16), 
the system comprising: 

wherein the content sharing application receives and processes requests to 
share content among the mobile device users, and wherein the requests are received 
from customers of the wireless service provider system(Figs.1-16, 
para. 0004,0042,0044); and 

multiple network gateways for facilitating the communication between the 
content sharing application and the mobile device users, wherein at least one of the 
multiple gateways is configured for facilitating communication between the content 
sharing application and mobile devices of the mobile device users via a mobile device 
telecommunication network, and wherein at least one of the multiple gateways is 
configured for facilitating communication between the content sharing application and 
computing devices connected via a public communication network(Figs.1-16, 
para.0004,0042,0044). 

Dunko however does not explicitly teach a server computer; a database coupled 
to the server computer; a content sharing application running on the server computer 
and having access to the database. 
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Tso teaches a server computer; a database coupled to the server computer; a 
content sharing application running on the server computer and having access to the 
database(Fig.1col.14, lines 25-35). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the teachings of Dunko to include a server computer; a database 
coupled to the server computer; a content sharing application running on the server 
computer and having access to the database as taught by Tso in order to distribute 
information among different users.. 

One ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings 
of Dunko and Tso in order to distribute information among different users. 

As per claim 22, the system of claim 21 wherein the multiple network gateways 
include a mobile access gateway(Dunko, Figs. 1-1 6). 

As per claim 24, the system of claim 21 wherein the multiple network gateways 
include a short message peer-to-peer gateway(Tso, col. 14, lines 25-35). 

Claims 23,25-27, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Publication 2004/0087326 issued to Dunko et al.(Dunko) in view of US Patent 
6,047,327 issued to Tso et al.(Tso) in further view of Office Notice. 

Dunko in view of Tso does not explicitly teach as per claim 23, the system of 
claim 21 wherein the multiple network gateways include a push proxy gateway; as per 
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claim 25, the system of claim 21 wherein the multiple network gateways include a 
wireless service broker. 

Office Notice is taken. It well known in the art that push proxy and wireless 
service broker are common gateways in a wireless network. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the teachings of Dunko in view of Tso to include different types 
of wireless gateways in order to send information from one mobile device to another. 

One ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings 
of Dunko, Tso, and the user of different types of wireless gateways in a wireless 
network in order to provide a system to send information over a wireless network. 

Dunko in view of Tso does not explicitly teach as per claims 26, the system of 
claim 21 further comprising a cross-carrier application accessible by the content sharing 
application, wherein the cross-carrier application facilitates the sharing of content with 
recipients not registered with the content sharing application. 

Office Notice is taken. It well known in the art to one ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention that users of different wireless carrier can share content with 
one another. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the teachings of Dunko in view of Tso to include sharing 
information among users with different wireless provider in order to provide a system 
where one is not limited to one wireless provider. 
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One ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings of 
Dunko, Tso, and sharing information among users with different wireless provider in 
order to provide a system where one is not limited to one wireless provider. 

Dunko in view of Tso does not explicitly teach as per claim 27, the system of 
claim 21 further comprising an address book application accessible by the content 
sharing application. 

Office Notice is taken. It well known in the art to one ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention that an application can access an address book for sharing. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the teachings of Dunko in view of Tso to include an application 
accessing an address book for sharing of content in order to provide a system where a 
user can send information to other users without having to remember their address. 

One ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine the teachings 
of Dunko, Tso, and an application accessing an address book for sharing of content in 
order to provide a system where a user can send information to other users without 
having to remember their address. 

Conclusion 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
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responses, to fully consider the references in its entirety as potentially teaching of all or 
part of the claimed invention. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See PTO-892. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Backhean Tiv whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
5654. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 6:30-3:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571 ) 272-3964. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 9^ (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




